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October 30, 2009 

No. Comment Parties Page # Response 

Angel 590 

Baykeeper 212-229 

Bay Restoration 

Commission 
195-196 

Heal the Bay 234-237 

Maginnis 597-598 

Rosenfeld 486 

Surfing 

Association 
238-240 

1 
Support, in general, and support with 

qualifications 

Surfing 

Coalition 
241-260 

Support acknowledged.  Responses to comments that qualify support are 

summarized in subsequent matrices. 

City 100-185 

WW Advisory 

Committee 
186-187 

County 188-194 

Las Virgenes 

MWD 
197-208 

School District 209-210 

All 6 ‘WDR 

Dischargers’ 
262-378 

Almost all (19 

out of 20) ‘Other 

Dischargers’ 

380 

Advanced 

Onsite 
586-588 

Ensitu 591-592 

Thai Cuisine 599 

Toberman 600 

2 Opposition 

Tobias 601-602 

Opposition acknowledged.  Responses to comments cited in opposition are 

summarized below and in subsequent matrices. 
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No. Comment Parties Page # Response 

Baykeeper* 219 

Bay Restoration 

Commission 
196 

Heal the Bay** 235-236 

Support 

for 2014 

deadline 

Surfing 

Association 
238 

City 118 

Latham & 

Watkins 
470 

Advanced Onsite 586 

3 

2014 deadline 

to cease 

discharge: 

Extend 

2014 

deadline 

Env Engineering 594-595 

Staff acknowledges that the 2014 schedule does not include allowances for significant delays in 

planning, financing, design, environmental evolutions, construction, and start up; however, it is 

a feasible schedule.    The City has provided no evidence that the 2014 schedule s is not 

feasible.  Latham and Watkins provides an alternate scenario based upon its expertise, but it 

appears to be a “worst case” schedule and staff does not agree that the worst case is inevitable.  

For example, staff is aware that significant planning and preliminary design work has been 

done by the City (see Stone 2004 and Questa 2003 and 2005), and that State Water Board 

funding opportunities have been initiated. 

 

*  Bay Keeper:  Accelerate deadline to 2012 for Civic Center, Malibu Colony, and Winter 

Canyon (page 219). 

**Heal the Bay:  "...outlines a reasonable schedule..." (page 235).  [Re Malibu Colony]..."A 

requirement to either tie into the sewer or install a disinfection system ...[within] 8 years would 

be acceptable...." (page 236). 

City 131-133 

School District 209 

Most 'WDR 

Dischargers' 
262-378 

Most 'Other 

Dischargers' 
380-585 

4 

Opposition based on 

anticipated financial 

hardship 

Many 'Other 

Dischargers' 
586-602 

Staff has not attempted to allocate costs among users – e.g. allocating costs among 

homeowners versus commercial and industrial users.  Financing community services, including 

collection and treatment of wastewaters is typically by a community, and not at the state or 

federal level.  Likewise, finding a fair way to allocate the costs within a community is typically 

decided by community leaders with input from their constituents.  Nevertheless, the Board has 

been advocating on behalf of the community, to obtain financial assistance from the state.  

Staff has already encouraged the City apply for a subsidized loan from the Clean Water State 

Revolving Fund.  Also, the Board may wish to encourage community leaders to make 

allowances or set more flexible payment terms for users facing financial hardship, such as 

seniors on fixed incomes and low income homeowners. 

 

The City appears to have financial flexibility. For example, the City has high bond ratings. (See 

attached release dated Aug 18, 2009.) 






